ao RIGHTS OF MAN. 

any rights ? If he does, then he mud mean that there are no- fuel* 
things as rights any where, and that he has none himfelf; for who 
is there in the world but man? But if Mr. Burke means to admit 
that man has rights, the quefiion then will be. What are thofe 
rights, and how came man by them originally ? 

The error of thofe who reafon by precedents draw- n from anti, 
quity, refpeding the rights of man, is, that they do not go far 
enough into antiquity. They do not go the whole way. They 
Hop in fome of the intermediate ftages of an hundred or a thoufand 
years, and produce what was then done, as a rule for the prefent 
day. This is no authority at all. If we travel ftill farther into 
antiquity, we fhall find a dired contrary opinion and pradice pre- 
vailing; and if antiquity is to be authority, a thoufand fuch au- 
thorities may be produced, fuccefiively contradiding each other: 
But if we proceed on, we (hall at laft come out right ; we fhall 
come to the time when man came from the hand of his Maker. 
What was he then ? Man. Man was his high and only title, and a 
higher cannot be given him. But of titles I (hall' fpeak here- 

after. 

We are now got at the origin of man, and at the origin of his 
rights. As to the manner in which the world has been governed 
from that day to this, it is no father any concern of ours than to 
make a proper ufe of the errors or the improvements which the 
hiftory of it prefents. Thofe who lived a hundred or a thoufand 
y;arsago, were then moderns, as we are now. They had their 
a icients, and thofe ancie s had others, and we alfo (hall be an- 
c ents in our turn. If the mere name of antiquity is to govern in 
tie affairs of life, the people who are to live an hundred or a thou- 
fand years hence, may as well take us for a precedent, as we make 
a precedent of thofe who lived a hundred or a thoufand years ago. 
The fad is, that portions of antiquity, by proving every thing, 
eftablifh nothing. It is authority again!! authority all the way, 
till we come to the divine origin of the rights of man at the 
creation. Here our enquiries find a refting-place, and our reafon 
finds a home. If a difpute about the rights of man had arifen 
at the diflance of an hundred years from the creation, it is to this 
fcurce of authority they mult have referred, and it is to the fame 
fource of authority that we mufl now refer. 

Though I mean not to touch upon any fedarian principle of re- 
ligion, yet it may be worth obferving, that the genealogy of Chrift 
is traced to-Adam. Why then not trace the rights of man to the 
creation of man ? I will anfwer the quefiion. Becaufe there have 
been upftart governments, thrufling themfelves between, and pre- 
lum ptuoufiy working to un-make man. / 

It any generation of men ever poffeffed the right of did4ting the 
mode by which the world fhould be governed for ever, it was the 
firft generation that exifted ; and if that generation did it not, no 
fucceeding generation can Ihew any authority for doing it, noi 
can fet any up. The illuminating and divine principle of the equal 
rights of man, (for it has its origin from the Maker of man) re- 
lates not only to the living individuals, but to generations of men 

fucceed- 
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£ pach other. Every generation is equal in rights to the 

i by the fame rule that every mdivi- 

timl is born equal in rights with his contempoiary. 

Every hiftory of the creation, and every traditionary accoun , 
whether^ from the lettered or unlettered world, however they may 
vary in their opinion or belief of certain particulars, all agree l 
eftablilhine one point, the unity of man ; by which I mean, that 
men L all of one degree , and confequently that all men are born 
equal, and with equal natural right, in the fame manner as 
pofterity had been continued by creation inftead of general, on, the 
Fatter being only the mode by which the former is earned forward ; 
and confequently, every child born into the world muft be con- 
fidered as deriving its exiftence from God, The world is as new 
to him as it was to the frit man that exifted, and his natural right 

in it is of the fame kind. ... 

The Mofaic account of the creation, whether taken as divine 
authority, or merely hiftorical, is full to this point, the unity or 
equality of man. The expreffions admit of no controverfj . And 
ci Qod faid. Let us make man in our own image. In the image 
« of God created he him; male and female created he them. _ 
The diftiridion of fexes is pointed out, but no other diitinftion is 
even implied. If this be not divine authority, it is at lead. hifto- 
rical authority, and fhews that the equality of man, fo far from 
beino- a modern dodrine, is the oldeft upon record. . 

It is alfo to be obferved, that all the religions known in the 
world are founded, fo far as they relate to man, on the unity of 
man y as being all of one degree. Whether in heaven or m hell, or 
in whatever ftate man may be fuppoled to exift nereaiter, the good 
and the bad are the only diflindions. < Nay, even the laws of go- 
vernments are obliged to Hide into this principle, by making de- 
grees to confift in crimes, and not in perfons. 

® It is one of the greateft of all truths, and of the higheft advantage 
to cultivate. By confidering man in this light, and by inftruding 
him to confider himfelf in this :ght, it places him in a clofe con- 
nexion with all his duties, whether to his Creator, or to the crea- 
tion, of which he is a part ; and it is only when he forgets his 
origin, or, to ufe a more fafhionable phrafe, his birth and family , 
that he becomes diffolute. It is not among the leaf! of the evils 
of the prefent exifting governments in all parts of Europe, that 
man, confidered as man. is thrown back to a valt difiance from his 
Maker, and the artificial chafm filled up by afucceflion of barriers, 
or fort of turnpike gates, through which he has to pafs. I will 
quote Mr. Burke’s catalogue of barriers that he has fet up between 
man and his Maker., Putting himfelf in the charader of a herald, 
he fays — <c We fear God — we look with awe to kings — with at- 
* s fedion to parliaments — with duty to magiftrates — with reverence 
“ to priefts, and with refped to nobility.” Mr. Burke has for- 
gotten to put in <( chivalry,” He has alfo forgotten to put in 
Peter. 

The duty of man is not a wildernefs of turnpike-gates, through 
which he is to pafs by tickets from one to the other. It is plain 

and 



